Syphilization is not like vaccination. It is no prophylactic. Nor are the cures, (?) which it effects, better, or a whit more durable, than cures brought about by other and more agreeable means.
It is well that this question has been finally settled. Syphilization was always a most unattractive mode of arriving at a very desirable result ; at the same time, if it had been proved to be an eminently successful remedial measure, as its Norwegian Professors alleged it to be, it probably would have found supporters, and, in time, might have proved a boon, especially to the army in India. However, the Utopian hopes, which were indulged in, have not been realized ; and it remains now, therefore, simply to record the opinions upon which the inutility of syphilization has been based.
In 1865 a certain number of patients in the Lock Hospital in London were, by permission of the governors, placed at the disposal of Dr. Boeck, of Christiana, with a view to his demonstrating before the profession in England the value of syphilization, as a remedial agent, in the cure of constitutional syphilis. The result of Dr. Boeck's operations was recorded by Messrs. J. B. Lane and Geo. G. Gascoyen ; and this, together with a resume of Dr. Boeck's opinion as to the manner in which " he considers this treatment influences the syphilitic disease," was given in a paper, read by those gentlemen, at a meeting of the " Royal Medical and Chirurgical Society" held in July, 1865. The details of twenty-seven cases, in which " syphilization was more or less fully carried out," were given ; after hearing which, there could be but one verdict amongst the whole audience, viz., that it is a " treatment which should not he recommended for adoption." Several members expressed their opinions for, and against, the treatment. Amongst them were Mr. Walter Coulson, Dr. C. Drysdale, Dr. Marston, Mr. B:irwell, and Dr. Colomiati Meredyth. All agreed that, though syphilization appeared in some cases to be efficacious, it was altogether an unreliable measure.
Mr. Gascoyen did not think that syphilization exercised any influence whatever upon the disease ; he believed that recovery took place, in consequence of the improved hygienic conditions, under which patients treated by it are placed. Both the reporters were decidedly of opinion that, as syphilization did not protect the patient against a fresh sore, or a recurrence of the constitutional disorder, any more than other remedies, it was not justifiable to expose him to so much personal discomfort and loss of time, and to cover his body with indelible traces of perhaps some 250 punctures.. It was generally admitted, tliat the repeated inoculation, of syphilitic matter " does destroy, for a time at any rate, the susceptibility of a person to its action, and establishes a condition of immunity more or less complete." But this period is, probably' very limited.
In the course of the discussion, the interesting question of the identity, or otherwise, of the two kinds of sore was brought forward. Strong evidence was adduced against the dnalistic theory. Mr. James Lane, quoting the success of M. M. Robert, of Marseilles, in producing pustules after inoculating with matter froin a hard sore, also of Dr. Pick, of Vienna, and of Drs. Boeck and Bidenkap, quite looks upon the question as finally settled. There are those, however, who will combat his views. But, for practical physicians, the course i3 clear, viz., to anticipate, by treatment, the constitutional disorder which may supervene upon any kind of chancre, be it soft or indurated.
Whilst, however, the ardent professor (Boeck) of svphilization has met with such a decided check, we are happy in being able to place on record the rapid advance which is being made in the prophylatis of the disease, both in England and in India. We publish in the Supplement the Bill recently introduced by Mr. Maine into the Council of the Governor-General of India, for the purpose of making laws and regulations. It was referred to a Select Committee, with instructions to report on it in a week.* " The object of this Bill is to diminish, and, if pos" sible, to extirpate, venereal disease in Indian seaports," We shall rejoice, indeed, if this object is, though only in part, fulfilled ; and we cannot refrain from congratulating the Government upon the great good which is now likely to accrue from the introduction of so wise a measure.
It is not, perhaps, going too far to say that, even at home, all objections, on the score of morality, will vanish in the course of a very few years; nay, that in another decade, the law, which is now being put forward as tentative, will become, in spite of the well-intentional opposition of mistaken moralists, the established law of even Christian England. * The Bill his, since, become law; and it is applicable to inland towns, as well as seaports.
India may thank Lueknow for this.
